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favoured schemes for the murder of unpopular sover-
eigns. The clamour raised against him by this absurd
charge was so great that Stansfeld thought himself
bound to relieve Lord Palmerston from any difficulty
by resigning the office which he then held in the Liberal
Administration.

One incident in the debate is not likely to be for-
gotten, for it led to Disraeli committing one of the most
extraordinary freaks of his lifetime. John Bright, in
defending Stansfeld, went into a sort of defence of
Mazzini also, and sternly condemned the practice of
founding charges against public men on the strength
of some hasty words let fall by them in the hot youth of
their early public career. Then he referred to Disraeli's
early heroic poem, or extravaganza, called ' The Revo-
lutionary Epick,' dwelt upon the fact that Disraeli in
that poem had introduced two or three lines justifying
tyrannicide, and asked whether anyone would now think
of denouncing the Right Hon. Gentleman as a champion
of political assassination on the strength of that youth-
ful effusion. Disraeli rose, and interrupting the speaker,
denied that he had used any words in the poem which
could be held to favour such a doctrine. Bright imme-
diately said he was glad he had been misinformed on
the subject, and at once withdrew, with generous apol-
ogy, the statement he had made. So far so good. But
Disraeli was not satisfied. He published immediately
afterwards a new and authorised version of the c Revo-
lutionary Epick,' which he dedicated to Lord Stanley,
as he then was, afterwards the Lord Derby of our own
times, for the purpose of proving that no such lines as
those referred [to by Bright were to be found in the
poem. Sure enough, the new edition contained no such
lines. But then the whole story did not quite end there,
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